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We study non-interacting Poissonian run-and-tumble particles (RTPs) in two dimensions whose velocity
orientations are controlled by an arbitrary circular distributionQ(ϕ). RTP-type active transport has been reported
to undergo localization inside crowded and disordered environments, yet its non-equilibrium dynamics, especially
at intermediate times, has not been elucidated analytically. Here, starting from the standard (one-state) RTPs,
we formulate the localized (two-state) RTPs by concatenating an overdamped Brownian motion in a Markovian
manner. Using the space-time coupling technique in continuous-time random walk theory, we generalize the
Montroll-Weiss formula in a decomposable form over the Fourier coefficient Qν and reveal that the displacement
moment

〈
r2µ(t)

〉
depends on finite angular moments Qν for |ν| ≤ µ. Based on this finding, we provide (i) the

angular distribution of velocity reorientation for one-state RTPs and (ii)
〈
r2(t)

〉
over all timescales for two-state

RTPs. In particular, we find the intricate time evolution of
〈
r2(t)

〉
that depends on initial dynamic states and,

remarkably, detect hyperdiffusive scaling
〈
r2(t)

〉
∝ tβ(t) with an anomalous exponent 2 < β(t) ≤ 3 in the

short- and intermediate-time regimes. Our work suggests that the localization emerging within complex systems
can increase the dispersion rate of active transport even beyond the ballistic limit.

I. INTRODUCTION

Active particles, known as self-propelled particles (SPPs),
have been extensively studied owing to their characteristics
beyond thermodynamic equilibrium [1, 2], such as collective
behaviors of swarming [3], self-organization [4], pattern for-
mation [5], and phase separation [6, 7]. Furthermore, even at
a non-interacting single particle level, they perform a directed
motion powered by extra energy sources and manifest superdif-
fusive mean-squared displacement (MSD)

〈
r2(t)

〉
∝ tβ(t)

with an anomalous exponentβ(t) > 1. However, these ballistic
agents may undergo intermittent localization inside crowded
and disordered environments and reach even more peculiar dy-
namics where multiple motion states coexist [4]. For instance,
motor proteins and/or cargo complexes exhibit jiggling or cy-
cling motions at the junctions of biopolymer networks, e.g.,
microtubule [8, 9], actin [10], and mitochondria meshes [11]
in cells. Our aim is to analytically describe such localized SPPs
in a two-dimensional (2D) space, starting from the canonical
diffusion model of run-and-tumble particles (RTPs).

RTPs are originally developed to formulate the motility pat-
terns of microorganisms [12], which display ballistic motions
(run) that sporadically alter the direction (tumble) by a turn-
ing angle ϕ. Notably, a mean absolute turning angle ⟨|ϕ|⟩ may
differ depending on the bacteria’s swimming strategy, for ex-
ample, ⟨|ϕ|⟩ ≈ 68◦ for E. coli [13], 180◦ for P. haloplanktis
[14], switching between 90◦ and 180◦ for V. alginolyticus [15].
To meet the observations, the model establishes a circular dis-
tribution Q(ϕ) and calculates the angle-dependent quantities,
such as the MSD [16], velocity autocorrelation function [17],
and (excess) kurtosis [18, 19]. On the other hand, a probability
density function (PDF) of displacement P (r, t) has not been
clearly resolved in a continuum except for the most trivial case
withQ(ϕ) = 1/(2π) [20, 21]. Besides, even though numerous
multi-state RTPs [22–27] have been proposed, an elementary
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two-state model, interrupted by diffusive motion in the 2D
plane, remains veiled in terms of MSD at all timescales.

An alternative theoretical model for SPPs is active Brownian
particles (ABPs), where the propagation direction of the tracer
undergoes rotational diffusion encoded in Langevin dynamics.
The MSD of overdamped ABPs in two dimensions reads [28]

〈
r2(t)

〉
=

2v2

DR
t+

2v2

D2
R

(e−DRt − 1), (1)

where DR denotes the rotational diffusivity and v is the speed
of the tracer. Interestingly, the identical form of MSD to Eq. (1)
is reproducible for RTPs [29]; accordingly, numerous compar-
ative studies on ABPs and RTPs have been conducted [30–32].
For instance, Ref. [30] have been revealed that two dynamics
are distinguishable when each system is heavily confined to an
external harmonic trap.

To formulate the RTPs with localization, we follow transport
equations based on the continuous-time random walk (CTRW)
[33] rather than applying the Fokker-Planck equations [25]. In
particular, we benchmark the Lévy walk [34, 35], an active
process where a linear coupling l = vτ between the tracer’s
step length l and its interarrival time τ is assumed via a con-
stant speed v. The model adopts Lévy statistics and renders
out-of-Brownian properties, such as breakdown of the cen-
tral limit theorem (CLT) and weak ergodicity breaking [35].
Nonetheless, the Lévy-type motion is prevalent in superdiffu-
sive phenomena, e.g., photon scattering in Lévy glass [36, 37],
motility pattern of T cells [38], and albatross flight [39]. This
study focuses on the mathematical flexibility of CTRW [40–
43] and exploits its space-time coupling technique instead of
adopting the entire heavy-tailed process.

Let us specify the scope and purpose of this paper. We study
non-interacting Poissonian RTPs [44], whose orientation of
self-propulsion is manipulated byQ(ϕ) on the 2D plane; here,
we consider two cases: particles without localization (one-state
RTPs) and with localization (two-state RTPs). Our aim is to
provide a physical understanding of the localized SPPs via our
two-state model, where the spatially trapped state displays a
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passive Brownian motion with diffusivity D. Moreover, for
one-state RTPs, we extend the previous analysis [16–19] to
measurable quantities, e.g., an angular distribution of velocity
reorientation Q(Θ, t), whereby we discover highly dissimi-
lar angle relaxations between ABPs and RTPs. For two-state
RTPs, we derive the MSD

〈
r2(t)

〉
and detect the intricate time

evolution of β(t), which strongly depends on initial states and
thus implies a connection to heterogeneous (site-dependent)
diffusion processes (HDPs) [45–47]. Remarkably, for a suffi-
ciently small D/v2, we report a transient hyperdiffusion with
2 < β(t) ≤ 3 as a macroscopic phenomenon that arises from
the particles gradually escaping the localized state.

The paper is structured as follows. In Sec. II, we elaborate
our theoretical models utilizing the space-time coupled CTRW.
Then, in Secs. III and IV, we investigate the averaged quantities
of one- and two-state RTPs in terms of the PDF, MSD, non-
Gaussianity, and time-dependent cosine moment ofQ(Θ, t). In
Sec. V, we discuss the hyperdiffusion phenomenon in detail,
and last, we summarize the critical results of this study in
Sec. VI.

II. FORMALISM

In this section, we reformulate the RTP dynamics in the
2D plane under the space-time coupled CTRW framework
[34]. Consider a particle performing a ballistic motion with
a constant velocity v = vn̂ with orientation n̂ = cos θx̂ +
sin θŷ for a duration t1 drawn from an exponential distribution
ψa(t) = γa exp(−γat). The particle halts after the completion
of run state and instantly assumes a new velocity orientation
θ sampled from a uniform distribution U(θ) = 1/(2π). These
consecutive iterations between run and reorientation, known
as tumble [17], yield the following governing equations:

ζ(r, t) =

∫ t

0

dt1

∫
R2

ζ(r− r1, t− t1)ψa(t1)pa(r1|t1)d2r1

+δ(r)δ(t),

P (r, t) =

∫ t

0

dt1

∫
R2

ζ(r− r1, t− t1)Ψa(t1)pa(r1|t1)d2r1,

(2)

where a conditional PDF pa(r1|t1) = δ(|r1| − vt1)/(2πvt1)
encodes a space-time coupling to travel a distance vt1 for a
given t1. Here, ζ(r, t) represents the PDF of arriving at posi-
tion r at time t while completing the run state and δ(r)δ(t) is
set as the initial condition. For the last step, we define a sur-
vival probability [34] Ψa(t1) :=

∫∞
t1
ψa(τ)dτ to add particles

incomplete in the run state but have reached r at t. We note
that Eq. (2), i.e., the Van Hove function of RTPs with U(θ) (or
conventional RTPs), is solvable in the Fourier-Laplace space
(see Appendix E).

The MSD of the conventional RTPs is given as [18, 21]〈
r2(t)

〉
=

2v2

γa
t+

2v2

γ2a
(e−γat − 1), (3)

where the rate parameter γa replaces the rotational diffusion
constant DR of the MSD of the ABPs written in Eq. (1) [48].

f

(a)

(b) (c)

FIG. 1. Trajectories of RTPs (bold lines) in a quasi-2D geometry.
We consider two cases: RTPs (b) without localization and (c) with
localization. (a) The schematics of a disordered system, e.g., biofila-
ment networks in live cells. The active tracer may experience a local
diffusive motion in intersections. An active-to-active turning angle ϕ
is drawn from Q(ϕ). (b) One-state RTPs. The tracer at r− r1 at time
t − t1 rotates by ϕ and performs ballistic motion with r1 = vt1n̂
to reach r at time t. We denote n̂ = cos θx̂ + sin θŷ. (c) Two-state
RTPs. The tracer at r − r1 − r2 at time t − t1 − t2 exhibits the
identical directed motion to (b) by memorizing the previous active
orientation θ−ϕ. After reaching r−r2 at time t− t2, it immediately
undergoes localization, i.e., overdamped Brownian motion, yielding
displacement r2 for duration t2. The tracer arrives at r at time t.

A. One-state RTPs

We extend Eq. (2) for the general case where the next ve-
locity orientation is not independent of the previous. In detail,
when a particle reaches r − r1 while headed in the direction
θ− ϕ, we force it to perform a linear motion in the θ direction
for duration t1 by introducing a turning angle ϕ from a circu-
lar distribution Q(ϕ) [see Fig. 1(b)]. Accordingly, the particle
precisely arrives at position r at time t. Formally, we write

ζ(r, θ, t) =

∫ t

0

dt1

∫ π

−π
dϕ

∫
R2

ζ(r− r1, θ − ϕ, t− t1)

×Q(ϕ)ψa(t1)pa(r1|θ, t1)d2r1 + δ(r)δ(t)P0(θ), (4)

where the PDF pa(r1|θ, t1) = δ(|r1| − vt1)δ(θ1 − θ)/(vt1).
Here, we denote ζ(r, θ, t) as the particle density of reaching
r with the velocity orientation θ at time t just completing the
ballistic phase and set δ(r)δ(t)P0(θ) as the initial condition.
Note that two random variables ϕ and t1 are independent,
and we restrict an initial velocity orientation distribution to
P0(θ) = 1/(2π). Consequently, we obtain the propagator

P (r, t) =

∫ π

−π
dθ

∫ t

0

dt1

∫ π

−π
dϕ

∫
R2

ζ(r− r1, θ − ϕ, t− t1)

×Q(ϕ)Ψa(t1)pa(r1|θ, t1)d2r1, (5)
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where we marginalize the orientation variable θ to consider all
particles residing at the final position r at time t.

Let us perform the Fourier transform (r → k) and subse-
quently Laplace transform (t→ s) of Eq. (4), which yield

ζ̂(k, θ, s) =

∞∑
n=−∞

(i)−neinψL{ψa(t1)Jn(|k|vt1)}e−inθ

×
∫ π

−π
dϕζ̂(k, θ − ϕ, s)Q(ϕ) + P0(θ), (6)

where Jn(x) is the Bessel function of the first kind and
L{· · · } abbreviates the Laplace transform (see Appendix A).
Here, we decompose the dependence on orientation θ of
pa(r1|θ, t1) through the Jacobi-Anger expansion such that
exp(−ik ·vt1) =

∑∞
n=−∞(−i)nJn(|k|vt1)e−inθeinψ where

ψ := arctan(ky/kx). Furthermore, because the integral in
Eq. (6) indicates a circular convolution [see Eq. (A3)], we can
treat the equation separable in (k, s) and θ. Hence, inserting
Fourier series expansions ζ̂(k, θ, s) =

∑∞
n=−∞ ζ̂n(k, s)e

inθ

and Q(ϕ) = 1/(2π)
∑∞
n=−∞Qne

inϕ, we simplify Eq. (6) as

ζ̂(k, θ, s) =

∞∑
m,n=−∞

fn(k, s)ζ̂m(k, s)Qme
i(m−n)θ + P0(θ),

(7)
where

fn(k, s) = (i)−neinψL{ψa(t1)Jn(|k|vt1)}, (8)

whose explicit expression is written in Eq. (C2).
In the same manner, we calculate the Fourier-Laplace trans-

form of P (r, t) in Eq. (5), which results in

P̂ (k, s) =

∞∑
n=−∞

2πFn(k, s)ζ̂n(k, s)Qn, (9)

where

Fn(k, s) = (i)−neinψL{Ψa(t1)Jn(|k|vt1)}. (10)

We highlight that Eqs. (7) and (9) generalize the Montroll-
Weiss formula [33] in the decomposable form over Fourier
coefficients Qn of an arbitrary circular distribution Q(ϕ).
Throughout the paper, we restrict ourselves to the exponential
distribution ψa(t) = γa exp(−γat). With this assumption, we
obtain an additional relation Fn(k, s) = fn(k, s)/γa.

We solve Eq. (7) on the Fourier basis, specifically by the
following truncated matrix equation for a non-negative cutoff
index µ:

(I −AD)Zµ = E0, (11)

where the column vector Zµ = [Zµ−µ, . . . , Z
µ
0 , . . . , Z

µ
µ ]

T ful-
fills limµ→∞ Zµν (k, s) = ζ̂ν(k, s) for each Fourier mode in-
dex ν where −µ ≤ ν ≤ µ. Also, we introduce a Toeplitz
matrix A = [Amn] with the component Amn = fn−m(k, s)
for indices m,n ∈ {1, . . . , 2µ+ 1} and a diagonal matrix
D = diag(Q−µ, . . . , Q0, . . . , Qµ). Last, the initial condi-
tion P0(θ) = 1/(2π) gives the corresponding column vector
E0 = [0, . . . , 1/(2π), . . . , 0]T.

For zero ν, Eq. (11) is rewritten as

Zµ0 =

µ∑
n=−µ

fn(k, s)Z
µ
n(k, s)Qn +

1

2π
, (12)

where the constant term on the right-hand side is derived from
P0(θ) = 1/(2π). In contrast, for nonzero ν, we have

Zµν =

µ∑
n=−µ

fn−ν(k, s)Z
µ
n(k, s)Qn. (13)

In the following section, we get Zµ0 from Eq. (11) by operating
the inverse of a matrix B := I −AD on the other side E0.

With the help of Fn(k, s) = fn(k, s)/γa, we can cut down
Eq. (9) as

P̂ (µ)(k, s) =
2π

γa

(
Zµ0 − 1

2π

)
(14)

for a non-negative integer µ. In general, limµ→∞ P̂ (µ)(k, s) =

P̂ (k, s) is satisfied. Nonetheless, P̂ (k, s) can be equivalent to
its approximation P̂ (µ)(k, s) if all Fourtier coefficients Qν
vanish for |ν| > µ. For instance, in the most trivial case of
uniform tumbling, we yield D = diag(0, . . . , 1, . . . , 0) from
Q(ϕ) = 1/(2π), and thus recover P̂ (k, s) of the conventional
RTPs from P̂ (0)(k, s) [see Eq. (E1)].

Furthermore, without losing generality, we can calculate the
2µth moment of displacement for any Q(ϕ) through〈

r2µ(s)
〉
= (−i)2µ∇2µ

k P̂ (µ)(k, s)
∣∣
k=0

, (15)

whose Laplace inversion brings out our first main result,〈
r2µ(t)

〉
= Fµ(t;Q0, Q±1, . . . , Q±µ), (16)

which means that
〈
r2µ(t)

〉
depends solely on Fourier coef-

ficients Qν for |ν| ≤ µ and does not require the complete
information of Q(ϕ). Let us consider the polynomial expan-
sion of fn and Zµn at point k = 0. We find that |k||n| is the
lowest order term in k for both functions (here, we ignore their
coefficients). Hence, the lowest order term of fnZµn in Eq. (12)
becomes |k||2n|. Accordingly, the higher order terms for in-
dices |n| ≥ µ + 1 in Eq. (12) cannot contribute to

〈
r2µ(s)

〉
(see also Appendix C).

Let us embody our RTP model with a circular distribution
Q(ϕ) which satisfies reflective symmetry about ϕ = 0. In this
case, utilizing the µth cosine moment of Q(ϕ) denoted by

αµ := ⟨cosµϕ⟩ , (17)

we can shorten D = diag(αµ, . . . , α0, . . . , αµ) in Eq. (11).
More specifically, we adopt two circular distributions de-
scribed by a concentration parameter κ: a cardioid (CD) and a
wrapped Cauchy (WC) distribution [49, 50] (see the definition
in Appendix B). For the CD, we report that the first cosine
moment α1 = κ and αµ≥2 = 0 for |κ| ≤ 1/2. For the WC,
we have a relation αµ = κµ for 0 ≤ κ < 1. In Sec. III, we
investigate two examples: (i) particles whose propagation di-
rections between subsequent active phases are anti-correlated
by the CD with −1/2 ≤ κ < 0 and (ii) particles showing an
almost zero-turn event by the WC with κ→ 1.
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B. Two-state RTPs

In the second scenario, we consider transport phenomena
in a quasi-2D geometry [see Fig. 1(a)], where particles en-
counter separable dynamics modes, namely active and pas-
sive states (indicated by a and p, respectively). We formulate
this two-state model by applying our one-state dynamics and
local diffusive motion to a and p, respectively, and concate-
nating these dynamic phases in a Markovian manner. In de-
tail, upon every completion of the ballistic motion, particles
experience an overdamped Brownian motion with diffusivity
D for a duration t2 drawn from an exponential distribution
ψp(t) = γp exp(−γpt). Note that the state transition satisfies
the memoryless property via the Markovian embedding; how-

ever, the particles behave as if they memorize the direction
of the previous run since we apply the identical θ dynamics
described in Sec. II A.

We extend Eqs. (4) and (5) for our two-state model by suc-
cessively utilizing the space-time coupled PDF on both states.
Let the particle reside in r− r1 − r2 at time t− t1 − t2 with
the velocity orientation θ − ϕ [see Fig. 1(c)]. If turning an-
gle ϕ and interarrival time t1 are given, the particle shows a
linear motion in the θ direction with a distance vt1, following
the PDF pa(r1|θ, t1) = δ(|r1| − vt1)δ(θ1 − θ)/(vt1). After
reaching r − r2 at time t − t2, the particle immediately per-
forms the Brownian motion for duration t2, satisfying a PDF
pp(r2|t2) = exp[−r22/(4Dt2)]/(4πDt2). Eventually, the par-
ticle arrives at r strictly at time t. Thus, we determine

ζ̃(r, θ, t) =

∫ t

0

dt2

∫
R2

d2r2

∫ t−t2

0

dt1

∫ π

−π
dϕ

∫
R2

ζ̃(r− r1 − r2, θ − ϕ, t− t1 − t2)

×Q(ϕ)ψa(t1)pa(r1|θ, t1)ψp(t2)pp(r2|t2)d2r1 + δ(r)δ(t)P0(θ), (18)

where ζ̃(r, θ, t) denotes the particle density of reaching r with the velocity orientation θ just completing the consecutive active
and passive states at time t. Also, we assign P0(θ) = 1/(2π) as the initial condition as in Sec. II A. Here, the order of the state
transition, e.g., whether a→ p or p→ a iteration, does not alter the PDF ζ̃(r, θ, t).

On the other hand, we underscore that the particles’ states i, j ∈ {a, p} affect the propagator Pij(r, t), i.e., the PDF of finding
particles that start with initial state i and occupy position r at time t in finial state j. Formally, we write

Pii(r, t) =

∫ π

−π
dθ

∫ t

0

dt1

∫ π

−π
dϕ

∫
R2

ζ̃(r− r1, θ − ϕ, t− t1)Q(ϕ)Ψi(t1)pi(r1|θ, t1)d2r1, (19)

Pij(r, t) =

∫ π

−π
dθ

∫ t

0

dt2

∫
R2

d2r2

∫ t−t2

0

dt1

∫ π

−π
dϕ

∫
R2

ζ̃(r− r1 − r2, θ − ϕ, t− t1 − t2)

×Q(ϕ)ψi(t1)pi(r1|θ, t1)Ψj(t2)pj(r2|θ, t2)d2r1, (20)

where different state i ̸= j is assumed in Eq. (20). Here, the
survival probability Ψi(t) handles the uncompleted last step,
and the marginalization is conducted via integrating over θ.
Significantly, we have pp(r|θ, t) = pp(r|t), where θ acts as a
virtual angle to hold the information for the subsequent active
motion; hence, the short-range diffusion is irrelevant to Q(ϕ)
in our two-state model. Finally, we obatinPi(r, t), i.e., the PDF
of finding particles with initial state i at position r at time t, by
summing over all final states Pi(r, t) =

∑
j∈{a,p} Pij(r, t).

We move Eq. (18) to the Fourier-Laplace domain and reach

ˆ̃
ζ(k, θ, s) =

∞∑
m,n=−∞

f̃n(k, s)
ˆ̃
ζm(k, s)Qme

i(m−n)θ + P0(θ)

(21)
using the expansion ˆ̃

ζ(k, θ, s) =
∑∞
n=−∞

ˆ̃
ζn(k, s)e

inθ. Anal-
ogously to the one-state model, we encapsulate functions into

f̃n(k, s) = (i)−neinψL{ψa(t1)Jn(|k|vt1)}
× L{ψp(t2) exp(−Dk2t2)}, (22)

which satisfies f̃n(k, s) = fn(k, s)L{ψp(t2) exp(−Dk2t2)}

[see Eq. (C4) for explicit expression].
Equation (21) gives the truncated matrix equation for a non-

negative cutoff index µ:

(I − ÃD)Z̃µ = E0, (23)

where the column vector Z̃µ satisfies limµ→∞ Z̃µν (k, s) =
ˆ̃
ζν(k, s) for each Fourier mode index ν where −µ ≤ ν ≤ µ.
Also, we find a modified Toeplitz matrix Ã = [Ãmn] with
the component Ãmn = f̃n−m(k, s) for indices m,n ∈
{1, . . . , 2µ+ 1}. Due to the initial condition P0(θ) = 1/(2π),
we have E0 = [0, . . . , 1/(2π), . . . , 0]T identical to the one-
state RTPs. In the following section, we compute Z̃µ0 in Eq. (23)
using the inverse of a matrix B̃ := I − ÃD.

We perform the Fourier-Laplace transform of Eqs. (19) and
(20) and consequently yield P̂ij(k, s) for all possible states
i, j ∈ {a, p} [see Eqs. (F1) and (F2)]. After marginalizing out
the final states j, we obtain

P̂ (µ)
a (k, s) =

[2π
γp

+
2π(s+Dk2 + γp)

γaγp

](
Z̃µ0 − 1

2π

)
, (24)
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P̂ (µ)
p (k, s) =

(2π
γa

+
2π

s+Dk2 + γp

)
Z̃µ0 − 1

γa
(25)

for a non-negative integer µ. Here, the exponential property
Ψi(t) = ψi(t)/γi and normalization condition Q0 = 1 are
used. In general, limµ→∞ P̂

(µ)
i (k, s) = P̂i(k, s) is fulfilled.

Let us remark on the dynamics at equilibrium. Since our
two-state model is a type of the Poissonian RTP, we follow
a stationary solution of the Chapman-Kolmogorov equation
(CKE) [51]: P (r, t) =

∑
i∈{a,p} πiPi(r, t), where we define

πi := τi/(τa + τp) with τi = 1/γi for each state i ∈ {a, p}.
The weight πi indicates the population of particles in state i at
a sufficiently large time t.

Lastly, we compute the 2µth moment of displacement for
the given initial state i through〈

r2µ(s)
〉
= (−i)2µ∇2µ

k P̂
(µ)
i (k, s)

∣∣
k=0

, (26)

whose Laplace inversion yields Eq. (16). Analogously to the
one-state model, we can precisely obtain

〈
r2µ(t)

〉
utilizing the

truncated PDFs in Eqs. (24) and (25), which require only the
Fourier coefficients Qν for |ν| ≤ µ, not the entire Q(ϕ) (see
also Appendix C).

III. RESULTS FOR ONE-STATE RTPS

A. Position distribution

We investigate the Van Hove function P (r, t) of the one-
state RTPs. First, when Q(ϕ) is the CD, we obtain a 3-by-3
matrix D = diag(α1, 1, α1) in Eq. (11). Accordingly, P̂ (k, s)
is equivalent to P̂ (1)(k, s) and Eq. (14) yields

P̂ (k, s) =
k2v2 + 4γaα1(γa(1− α1) + s)

k2v2
[
γa(2α1 − 1) +

√
(γa + s)2 + k2v2

]
+ 4γaα1s(γa(1− α1) + s)

(27)

for |α1| ≤ 1/2. We observe Eq. (27) is statistically isotropic
since the function depends only on |k|. For α1 = 0, the
CD reduces to the uniform distribution and Eq. (27) becomes
Eq. (E1), i.e., P̂ (k, s) of the conventional RTPs. Note that its
Fourier-Laplace inversion P (r, t) is already known [20, 21]
[see Eq. (E2)]. On the other hand, to examine the non-uniform
case α1 ̸= 0, we take the large (k, s) and the small (k, s)
limits and get the asymptotic form of Eq. (27) in the short- and
long-time regimes, respectively.

Let us consider the short-time behavior of Eq. (27). In s
fixed and k → ∞ limit, we retain the highest order terms
in k in the numerator and denominator, yielding P̂ (k, s) ≈
1/
√
(γa + s)2 + k2v2. Owing to its rotational symmetry in

the Fourier domain, we substitute ky = 0 and perform the
inverse Fourier transform about the kx-axis. Then, we obtain
L{P (x, t)}(x, s) = 1/(πv)K0[(γa+s)x/v], whereK0 is the
modified Bessel function of the second kind [52]. Exploiting

(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 2. Marginalized PDFs P (x, t) for fixed γa = 0.01 and v = 1
with different times: (a) t = 1, (b) 104, (c) 100, 200, and 1000 (left
to right). The red solid line represents the PDF of the conventional
RTPs utilizing Q(ϕ) = 1/(2π) [Eq. (E2)], whereas the markers are
obtained from Monte Carlo simulations when Q(ϕ) is the CD with
α1 = −1/2 (yellow) and 1/2 (blue). We generated N = 2 × 105

realizations for each case. (a) P (x, t) at short times. Note that since
the propagator does not depend on Q(ϕ), all cases perfectly collapse
to Eq. (28). (b) √τ1P (x, t) versus rescaled variable x/

√
τ1 at long

times, following Eq. (29). The variance of the Gaussian PDF widens
as τ1 grows. (c) P (x, t) at intermediate times. The higher angular
moments αµ≥2 affect the PDF only at this intermediate-time regime.

the shift theorem of the Laplace transform, we implement the
Laplace inversion and obtain

P (x, t) ≈ 1

π

1√
v2t2 − x2

exp
[
− γat

]
, (28)

which is the well-known arcsinus law [34, 41, 53] modulated
by an exponential relaxation exp(−γat) [21]. Here, Eq. (28)
does not depend on α1, so the first turn event can hardly occur
at short times. It is consistent with simulation results (yellow
and blue) in Fig. 2(a).

At the long-time limit,
√

(γa + s)2 + k2v2 ≈ (γa + s) is
inserted in Eq. (27). By retaining the lowest order terms in
s and k, we find P̂ (k, s) ≈ 2γ2aα1(1 − α1)/[γaα1k

2v2 +
2γ2aα1(1−α1)s]. After performing the Fourier-Laplace inver-
sion and marginalization P (x, t) =

∫∞
−∞ P (r, t)dy,

P (x, t) ≈ 1√
2πv2τ1t

exp
[
− x2

2v2τ1t

]
(29)

is recovered, where the characteristic timescale τ1 is given as

τ1 =
1

γa(1− α1)
. (30)

We plot √τ1P (x, t) versus rescaled variable x/√τ1 for fixed
γa = 0.01 and v = 1 in Fig. 2(b). We detect a perfect overlap
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for various α1; in other words, when Q(ϕ) has larger α1, the
modified duration τ1 also becomes longer, resulting in the
growing variance of P (x, t).

At the intermediate-time regime, we verify P̂ (k, s) by nu-
merically performing the inverse Fourier-Laplace transform
of Eq. (27) [see Fig. 11(a)]. Here, we plot the corresponding
Monte Carlo simulation results in Fig. 2(c). For all cases, the
central part of the three PDFs rises to recover the Gaussian dis-
tribution as time passes. When compared to the conventional
RTPs (red), the system with α1 = −1/2 (yellow) evolves
faster, while α1 = 1/2 (blue) grows slower. In Sec. III C, we
quantitatively evaluate how the cosine moments α1 and α2

regulate this Gaussian recovery by deriving a non-Gaussianity
NG(t) at all t.

Next, when Q(ϕ) is the WC, we confront an infinite-sized
D in Eq. (11) because of its non-vanishing cosine moments,
which leads it challenging to find P̂ (k, s) in a closed form.
Nevertheless, we can corroborate the short-time PDF to be
Eq. (28) since the tumbling event that depends on Q(ϕ) is un-
likely extant for such narrow time windows. For the long-time
PDF, we again exploit Eq. (29) restricting 0 ≤ α1 < 1, because
the CLT must be fulfilled regardless of Q(ϕ). Consequently,
the difference of P (x, t) appears only at intermediate times.
To quantify this difference, we calculate the time-dependent
cosine moment Mµ(t) of Q(ϕ) in Sec. III D.

B. Mean-squared displacement

We can directly calculate the MSD using Eq. (27). We obtain〈
r2(s)

〉
from Eq. (15) withµ = 1. After performing the inverse

Laplace transform, we find

〈
r2(t)

〉
=

2v2

γa(1− α1)
t+

2v2

γ2a(1− α1)2
(e−γa(1−α1)t − 1)

(31)
consistent with Refs. [17–19]. Note that regardless of theQ(ϕ)
type, we derive the identical MSD as long as α1 is kept fixed.
Also, when α1 approaches zero, Eq. (31) recovers Eq. (3), i.e.,〈
r2(t)

〉
of the conventional RTPs. Comparing Eq. (31) with〈

r2(t)
〉

of the ABPs [Eq. (1)], the timescale τ1 replaces 1/DR.
We examine the asymptotic behavior of Eq. (31). At the

long-time limit, Eq. (31) exhibits the Fickian scaling ∝ t,
strictly following

lim
t→∞

〈
r2(t)

〉
= 4Defft, (32)

where the effective diffusivity Deff is defined as

Deff =
v2

2γa(1− α1)
. (33)

On the other hand, in the limit t→ 0, we obtain〈
r2(t)

〉
≈ v2t2 (34)

independent of parameters γa and α1. It is consistent with
the merged curves in Fig. 3(a) at short times. We note that
the equivalent limiting behavior is expected for the long-time

(a) (b)

FIG. 3. MSDs
〈
r2(t)

〉
and non-GaussianityNG(t) for differentα1 =

−0.5 (black), 0 (red), 0.5 (blue), and 0.9 (magenta) at fixed γa = 0.01
and v = 1; or γa = 0.1, v = 1, and α1 = 0.9 (green). (a)

〈
r2(t)

〉
[Eq. (31)]. All cases initially manifest the ballistic scaling of Eq. (34),
and as t → ∞, they recover the Fickian scaling of Eq. (32) (dash-
dotted line). Here, the red and green curves are indistinguishable due
to the identical τ1 = 100. (b) NG(t) in semi-log scale [Eq. (E4)].
The parameters used are α2 = 0 from the CD (black, red, and blue
solid lines) and α2 = α2

1 from the WC (blue dashed line; and green
and magenta solid lines). As t → ∞, NG(t) follows Eq. (36) (dash-
dotted line), converging to a plateau NG(t) = 0. The two blue curves
demonstrate a disparate time evolution due to distinct α2 values, as
clearly shown in (b, inset).

approximation, e.g., in t → ∞, γa → 0 or t → ∞, α1 → 1
limit, where the particle inevitably undergoes a zero-turn event.

We plot the MSD [Eq. (31)] for various τ1 at fixed v = 1
in Fig. 3(a). At short times, particles obey Eq. (34) exhibit-
ing the scaling ∝ t2 regardless of τ1. As time passes, they
follow Eq. (32), which possesses Deff that depends on τ1. In
particular, the particles simulated by the CD with α1 = −0.5
(black) undergo anti-correlated reorientation during the tum-
ble and hence display a narrow dispersion (Deff ) compared
to the conventional RTPs (red), which is precisely opposite to
the case with α1 = 0.9 (magenta). More significantly, focus-
ing on the cases of (γa, α1) = (0.01, 0) (red) and (0.1, 0.9)
(green), even though their Q(ϕ) is different, we cannot distin-
guish their dynamics due to the identical τ1 = 100. Thus, we
need to calculate the higher moments of displacement, which
demand αµ≥2 and cannot be scaled with a single timescale τ1.

C. Non-Gaussianity

The non-Gaussianity NG(t) in the 2D plane is given as

NG(t) :=

〈
r4(t)

〉
3/2 ⟨r2(t)⟩2

− 1. (35)

To attain the explicit expression of Eq. (35), we find
〈
r4(t)

〉
[18, 19] by utilizing Z2

0 that is derivable from Eqs. (11), (14),
and (15) with µ = 2 [see Eq. (E3)]. By the definition, we
obtain NG(t), whose full expression is given in Eq. (E4). We
note that NG(t) is a nondimensionalized fourth moment of
displacement and does not depend on the speed v.

Let us demonstrate the limiting behavior ofNG(t). After we
approximate the exponential terms up to the second order in t,
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we find NG(t) ≈ −0.5 at short times regardless ofQ(ϕ). This
constant value originates from the PDF at short times where
the contribution of αµ disappears. At long times, we have

lim
t→∞

NG(t) = −2τ1 − τ2
t

, (36)

where we introduce the second characteristic timescale

τ2 =
1

γa(1− α2)
. (37)

Equation (36) demonstrates that τ2 determines the rate of
Gaussian relaxation along with τ1 [Eq. (30)].

In Fig. 3(b), we plot NG(t) [Eq. (E4)] for the same parame-
ters used in Fig. 3(a). We first confirm that all particles exhibit
the identical asymptotic behavior, limt→0 NG(t) = −0.5 at
short times and limt→∞ NG(t) = 0 at long times. Also, as
expected from Eq. (36), we observe that if |2τ1 − τ2| becomes
large, NG(t) more slowly recovers the Gaussianity. For exam-
ple, among the cases where the CD is characterized by α2 = 0
(black, red, and blue solid lines), the condition with smaller
τ1, i.e., smallerDeff here, brings out NG(t) = 0 more quickly.
Likewise, when comparing the cases of (γa, α1) = (0.01, 0)
(red) and (0.1, 0.9) (green), the green line evolves more slowly
even though both possess identical τ1. Similarly, the inset in
Fig. 3(b) shows that differentα2 evokes the deviation in NG(t)
even in cases with the equal α1 = 0.5 (blue solid and dashed
lines). Conclusively, when the other parameters γa and v are
fixed,

〈
r4(t)

〉
or NG(t) is entirely characterized by α1 and α2

and is irrelevant to the higher cosine moments αµ≥3.

D. Time-dependent cosine moment

Equation (16) states that the 2µth moment of displacement〈
r2µ(t)

〉
depends on the finite cosine moments αν for |ν| ≤ µ.

Therefore, as a macroscopic observable that parameterizes the
entire Q(ϕ), we suggest the angular distribution Q(Θ, t) of
an orientation variable Θ(t), i.e., the relative directional shift
between v(0) and v(t), defined as

Θ(t) := arccos
[
v(t) · v(0)/v2

]
. (38)

At time t = 0, since we can regard all particles are traveling
straight along the positive x-axis with v = vx̂, the governing
equations for Θ(t) become Eqs. (D1) and (D2). After solving
the equations with the exponential function ψa(t) and sym-
metric distribution Q(ϕ) (see Appendix D), we reach

Q(Θ, t) =
1

2π

[
1 + 2

∞∑
n=1

exp[−γa(1− αn)t] cosnΘ
]
. (39)

As time t→ ∞, it reduces to the uniform distributionU(Θ) =
1/(2π) expected from the CLT.

We extract the µth time-dependent cosine moment Mµ(t)
from Eq. (39). Following the definition of the cosine moment
[Eq. (17)], we obtain

Mµ(t) = exp[−γa(1− αµ)t] (40)

(a)

(b) (c)

ABP

RTP

(ii)
WCCD

(i)

FIG. 4. Time-dependent cosine moment Mµ(t) when the order
µ = 1 (red), 2 (green), 3 (blue), and 4 (magenta) for fixed γa = 0.01
and v = 1. M1(t) corresponds to the normalized VACF(t) (red).
(a), (b) RTPs with various Q(ϕ;κ). The dashed line indicates an
asymptotic functionM∞(t) = exp(−γat). (a) RTPs whoseQ(ϕ;κ)
is (i) the CD with κ = 0.5 [Eq. (41)] and (ii) WC with κ = 0.5
[Eq. (42)]. (b) RTPs whose Q(ϕ;κ) is the CD with κ = −0.5 and (b,
inset) WC withκ = 0.9. We can distinguish (a)-(i) and (a)-(ii) through
Mµ≥2(t). (c) ABPs whenDR = γa. (c, inset) RTPs with the uniform
distribution. The angular moments of ABPs [Eq. (43)] are sharply
disbanded as µ increases, whereas the conventional RTPs (c, inset)
possess a single curve Mµ(t) = exp(−γat), See Fig. 11(d)–11(f)
to check the agreement with the simulation results in Appendix G.

for a positive integer µ. Let us indicate the µth characteristic
timescale as τµ = 1/[γa(1− αµ)]. Then, the maximum value
maxµ(τµ) defines the crossover timescale over which Q(Θ, t)
can be approximated to U(Θ) = 1/(2π). More specifically, if
Q(ϕ;κ) follows the CD, we have

Mµ(t) =

{
exp[−γa(1− κ)t], µ = 1,

exp[−γat], µ ≥ 2
(41)

for |κ| ≤ 1/2 due to its vanishing αµ≥2. For the WC, we get

Mµ(t) = exp[−γa(1− κµ)t] (42)

for 0 ≤ κ < 1. On the contrary, the simplest case with
Q(ϕ) = 1/(2π) (the conventional RTPs) results in a single
curve Mµ(t) = exp(−γat) regardless of the order µ. Next,
we also address the cosine moments of the ABPs that are
described by a wrapped normal (WN) distribution Q(ϕ;σ2)
[Eq. (B3)] [54]. In this case, we yield

Mµ(t) = exp[−DRµ
2t], (43)

where we substitute σ2 = 2DRt. Note that the corresponding
MSD is given in Eq. (1).
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We interpret the first cosine moment M1(t) [55] in terms
of the velocity autocorrelation function VACF(t) [Eq. (B6)].
By the definition of M1(t) = ⟨cosΘ(t)⟩, we directly obtain
VACF(t) = v2 exp[−γa(1− α1)t] consistent with Ref. [17];
that is, M1(t) is the normalized VACF(t). Particularly, we
examine M1(t) (red) for various SPPs at fixed γa = 0.01
in Fig. 4. For the one-state RTPs, α1 regulates the relaxation
timescale τ1 to dissipate a directional persistence in active
transport. In other words, the RTPs with larger α1 main-
tain the positive two-point correlation (directionality) longer
[see Figs. 4(a), 4(b), and 4(c, inset)]. However, M1(t) (or
VACF(t)) cannot be a proper observable to distinguish RTPs
with differentQ(ϕ) if they possess the sameα1 [see Figs. 4(a)-
(i) (CD) and 4(a)-(ii) (WC)]. Likewise, when we designate
DR = γa in Fig. 4(c), the ABPs and the conventional RTPs
manifest indistinguishable velocity relaxation for the demon-
strated timescale τ1 = 100.

Hence, we investigate the high-resolved stochastic quantity
Mµ≥2(t) to capture the inherent characteristics of the RTP
dynamics that originate from Q(ϕ). Considering Mµ(t) for
the order 2 ≤ µ ≤ 4, we can now discriminate the RTPs
with different Q(ϕ) despite the equal α1 = 0.5 in Fig. 4(a).
In particular, the curves with the CD [Fig. 4(a)-(i)] all overlay
for µ ≥ 2, whereas the curves with the WC [Fig. 4(a)-(ii)]
are disbanded and gradually approach M∞(t) = exp(−γat)
(dashed line). Similarly, Mµ≥2(t) in Fig. 4(c) reveals the dis-
tinctive angle dynamics embedded in ABPs and conventional
RTPs. Conclusively, Q(Θ, t) can unveil the turning patterns of
RTPs more strictly than

〈
r2µ(t)

〉
.

IV. RESULTS FOR TWO-STATE RTPS

A. Position distribution

We examine the Van Hove function Pi(r, t) of the two-state
RTPs for each initial state i ∈ {a, p}. Let us first assumeQ(ϕ)
is the CD. Then, we have a finite-sized D = diag(α1, 1, α1) in
Eq. (23). Since P̂ (1)

i (k, s) is equivalent to P̂i(k, s), Eqs. (24)
and (25) determine P̂a(k, s) [Eq. (F3)] and P̂p(k, s) [Eq. (F4)],
respectively. Owing to their rotational symmetry with respect
to |k|, we focus on the PDFs marginalized over the y direction,
i.e., Pi(x, t).

First, we investigate the asymptotic form of P̂i(k, s) in
the short-time regime. For the initial state i = a, Eq. (F3)
reduces to P̂a(k, s) ≈ 1/

√
(γa + s)2 + k2s2 at the large

(k, s) limit. Hence, Eq. (28) directly becomes its marginal-
ized PDF Pa(x, t). On the other hand, for the initial state
i = p, Eq. (F4) shortens to P̂p(k, s) ≈ 1/(s+Dk2 + γp) and
we find Pp(x, t) ≈ 1/

√
4πDt exp[−x2/(4Dt)− γpt]. At the

equilibrium, we thus reach

P (x, t) ≈πa ×
1

π

1√
v2t2 − x2

exp
[
− γat

]
+ πp ×

1√
4πDt

exp
[
− x2

4Dt
− γpt

]
, (44)

(a) (b)

FIG. 5. Marginalized PDFs P (x, t) for fixed γa = 0.01, γp = 0.01,
v = 2, and D = 10 when (a) t = 1 and (b) 106. The parameters
used are α1 = −0.5 (green), 0 (red), 0.5 (blue), and 0.9 (magenta).
In Monte Carlo simulations, we generated N = 2× 104 realizations.
(a) P (x, t) at short times. The propagator exhibits disparate behavior
depending on the initial state i ∈ {a, p}. In particular, when i = a,
it follows Pa(x, t) (black solid line); when i = p, it follows Pp(x, t)
(black dashed line). At the equilibrium, the simulation markers (red
circles) perfectly fit to Eq. (44) (red solid line). (b) P (x, t) at long
times. The markers (red and magenta) perfectly agree with Eq. (45),
which is valid for any symmetric distribution Q(ϕ).

where the first cosine moment α1 cannot affect the PDF. In
particular, we plot P (x, t) [Eq. (44)] at t = 1 for fixed γa =
γp = 0.01 in Fig. 5(a). Here, we observe two peaks at x = 2
and −2 due to the ballistic motion with v = 2, reminiscent of
Lévy walk [34, 35]. In contrast, at |x| ≫ vt, it accompanies the
Gaussian tails that stem from the local diffusion of the passive
state. We check that the theoretical curve (red line) displays
excellent agreement with simulation results (red circles).

Next, we consider the long-time approximation of P̂i(k, s).
Since the state transition obeys the stationary solution of the
CKE at a sufficiently large time t, both P̂a(k, s) and P̂p(k, s)
converge to P̂ (k, s). At the small (k, s) limit, we find P̂ (k, s)
[Eq. (F5)], and after performing the Fourier-Laplace inversion
and marginalization, we reach

P (x, t) ≈

√
γa(γa + γp)(1− α1)

4πDγ2a(1− α1)t+ 2πγpv2t

× exp

[
− γa(γa + γp)(1− α1)x

2

4Dγ2a(1− α1)t+ 2γpv2t

]
(45)

with |α1| ≤ 1/2. As shown in Fig. 5(b), the first cosine moment
α1 is responsible for controlling the variance of Eq. (45). In
particular, asα1 becomes larger, e.g., fromα1 = −1/2 (green)
to 1/2 (blue), the dispersion of the function widens.

We note that Eq. (45) is valid for a general Q(ϕ) satisfying
the reflective symmetry. Thus, when Q(ϕ) is the WC, we still
conclude Eq. (45) with 0 ≤ α1 < 1 [see the agreement with
simulation results in Fig. 5(b)]. In other words, the discrepancy
of dynamics evoked by αµ≥2 is encoded only at the interme-
diate timescale. Significantly, we also infer that two PDFs
Pa(x, t) and Pp(x, t) undergo enormously distinct time evo-
lution towards the identical Gaussian distribution [Eq. (45)].
Thus, in the following section, we characterize our two-state
model by deriving the MSDs at all time regimes differing
initial conditions: i = a, p, and equilibrium.



9

B. Mean-squared displacement

Analogously to the one-state RTPs in Sec. III B, we calculate
the MSDs using Eqs. (F3) and (F4). We first obtain

〈
r2(s)

〉
from Eq. (26) with µ = 1 for each initial state i ∈ {a, p}. After
performing the inverse Laplace transform, we determine

〈
r2(t)

〉
=

4Dγ2a(1− α1) + 2v2γp
γa(1− α1)(γa + γp)

t− 4Dγ3a(1− α1)
2 − 4v2γ2a(1− α1) + 2v2(γa + γp)

2 − 2v2γaγp(1− α1)

γ2a(1− α1)2(γa + γp)2

+
2v2e−(γa+γp)t/2

γ2a(1− α1)2

[
−γ2a + γ2aα1 + 2γaγp − 3γaγpα1 − γ2p

γpϵ1
sinh(−ϵ1t/2) +

−γa(1− α1) + γp
γp

cosh(−ϵ1t/2)

]

+
4Dγaγp(1− α1) + 2γav

2

γp(1− α1)(γa + γp)2
e−(γa+γp)t, (46)

〈
r2(t)

〉
=

4Dγ2a(1− α1) + 2v2γp
γa(1− α1)(γa + γp)

t+
4Dγ2aγp(1− α1)

2 + 2v2γ2a(1− α1)− 2v2(γa + γp)
2

γ2a(1− α1)2(γa + γp)2

+
2v2e−(γa+γp)t/2

γ2a(1− α1)2

[
γa − 2γaα1 − γp

ϵ1
sinh(−ϵ1t/2) + cosh(−ϵ1t/2)

]
− 4Dγp(1− α1) + 2v2

(γa + γp)2(1− α1)
e−(γa+γp)t, (47)

where we set the initial state i = a and p, respectively. Let us denote
〈
r2i (t)

〉
=

∫
R2 r

2Pi(r, t)d
2r as the MSD of particles

initially in the state i ∈ {a, p}. Then we obtain
〈
r2i (t)

〉
=

∑
j∈{a,p}

∫
R2 r

2Pij(r, t)d
2r =

∑
j∈{a,p} πj

〈
r2ij(t)

〉
, where

〈
r2ij(t)

〉
indicates the MSD of particles initially in the state i and observed in the state j at time t. We confirm that

〈
r2pa(t)

〉
causes the

hyperdiffusion at short times in Sec. IV E. At the equilibrium, we follow the CKE, which leads to
〈
r2(t)

〉
=

∑
i∈{a,p} πi

〈
r2i (t)

〉
.

Consequently, we find

〈
r2(t)

〉
=

4Dγ2a(1− α1) + 2v2γp
γa(1− α1)(γa + γp)

t− 2v2(γaα1 + γp)

γ2a(1− α1)2(γa + γp)

+
2v2e−(γa+γp)t/2

γ2a(1− α1)2

[
γ2a(1− α1) + 3γaγp(1− α1)− (γa + γp)

2

(γa + γp)ϵ1
sinh(−ϵ1t/2) +

γaα1 + γp
γa + γp

cosh(−ϵ1t/2)
]
. (48)

Throughout Eqs. (46)–(48), we introduce a new rate parameter

ϵ1 =
√

(γa + γp)2 − 4γaγp(1− α1). (49)

Note that regardless of the Q(ϕ) type, we obtain the identical
MSDs above, as long as α1 is equal. Furthermore, since the
Poissonian RTP guarantees the ergodicity, we can equate the
ensemble-averaged MSD at the equilibrium [Eq. (48)] to a
time-averaged MSD (TAMSD) δ2(t) :=

∫ T−t
0

[r(τ + t) −
r(τ)]2dτ/(T − t) at a sufficiently large T , where T denotes a
total measurement time.

We investigate the asymptotic forms of Eqs. (46)–(48). First,
in the limit t → 0, we approximate Eqs. (46) and (47) up to
the lowest order term in t, resulting in

lim
t→0

〈
r2(t)

〉
=

{
(2Dγa + v2)t2, i = a, (50a)
4Dt, i = p, (50b)

respectively. We again check thatQ(ϕ) does not emerge as the
control parameter at this short timescale. On the contrary, in
the limit t → ∞, all MSDs from the different initial states
increase linearly in time, precisely following

lim
t→∞

〈
r2(t)

〉
= 4D̃efft, (51)

where the effective diffusivity D̃eff is defined as

D̃eff =
2Dγ2a(1− α1) + v2γp
2γa(1− α1)(γa + γp)

. (52)

As expected from the CLT and Poissonian property of the two-
state RTPs, the Fickian scaling ∝ t is recovered. On the other
hand, in the limit t→ ∞ and α1 → 1, we reach〈

r2(t)
〉
≈ v2π2

at
2 (53)

for all MSDs in Eqs. (46)–(48). Because the condition α1 → 1
forces the particles at the active state to sustain their linear
motion,

〈
r2(t)

〉
≈ v2t2 dominates as time passes, additionally

multiplied by a factor of π2
a to solely pick the particles in the

ballistic mode. In other words, α1 manipulates the dynamics
only when the particle resides in the active state.

Now, we focus on the hyperbolic terms in Eqs. (46)–(48),
where the detailed time evolution of Pi(x, t) at intermediate
times is encoded. We find new characteristic timescales τ̃ (+)

1

and τ̃ (−)
1 , given as

τ̃
(±)
1 =

2

γa + γp ∓ ϵ1
=

γa + γp ± ϵ1
2γaγp(1− α1)

. (54)
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(b)

(50a)

~2

(a)

(d)

(50b)
(51)

~2.5

(c)

(i) (ii) (iii)

(i) (ii) (iii)

FIG. 6. Anomalous exponent β(t) and MSDs
〈
r2(t)

〉
against time t

when (a), (b) initial state i = a and (c), (d) i = p for fixed γa = 0.1
and γp = 0.01. The parameters used are α1 = −0.5 (green), 0 (red),
0.5 (blue), and 0.9 (magenta). (a), (c) (top) Characteristic timescales
τ̃
(+)
1 (solid line) and τ̃

(−)
1 (dashed line), following Eq. (54). (bottom)

β(t) when v = 5 and D = 0.1 (solid line); or v = 25, D = 0.1,
and α1 = 0.99 (dash-dotted line). We divide the time regimes into
the following three cases: (i) short times t ≲ τ̃

(−)
1 , (ii) intermediate

times τ̃
(−)
1 ≲ t ≲ τ̃

(+)
1 , and (iii) long times t ≳ τ̃

(+)
1 . The shaded

regions (gray) are divided based on α1 = 0.9 (magenta). Note that
the hyperdiffusion intensifies at a smaller D/v2, as shown in the
dash-dotted line in (c)-(i). (b), (d)

〈
r2(t)

〉
. Regardless of the initial

state i, MSDs eventually recover the Fickian scaling ∝ t given in
Eq. (51) (dash-dotted line).

We interpret τ̃ (±)
1 as the modified mean duration for complet-

ing each state when α1 ̸= 0. As α1 approaches zero, we thus
recover the means of ψa(t) and ψp(t), i.e., τ̃ (+)

1 = 1/γ< and
τ̃
(−)
1 = 1/γ>, where we denote γ> = max(γa, γp) and γ< =
min(γa, γp). Moreover, we evaluate a mean period to finish
both active and passive states via τ̃1 :=

∑
i∈{+,−} τ̃

(i)
1 =

(γa + γp)/[γaγp(1− α1)]. In this case, as α1 → 0, we attain
τ̃1 = (γa + γp)/(γaγp), i.e., the mean of the hypoexponential
distribution ψ̃(t) = γaγp/(γp−γa)[exp(−γat)−exp(−γpt)].
More generally, we infer that

〈
r2µ(t)

〉
involves the µth char-

acteristic timescale τ̃
(±)
µ = 2/(γa + γp ∓ ϵµ), where we

introduce ϵµ =
√

(γa + γp)2 − 4γaγp(1− αµ) and τ̃µ =
(γa + γp)/[γaγp(1− αµ)] for a positive integer µ.

We further explore the MSDs expressed in Eqs. (46) and
(47) for fixed γa = 0.1 and γp = 0.01 in Fig. 6. Here, we de-
fine an anomalous exponent β(t) := dlog

〈
r2(t)

〉
/dlog(t) to

demonstrate the non-linear growth of MSDs. We first observe
the dissimilar time evolution of MSDs depending on whether
the initial state is active or passive. Specifically, for the initial
state i = a [Figs. 6(a) and 6(b)],

〈
r2(t)

〉
displays a crossover

from the ballistic motion limt→0 β(t) = 2 [Eq. (50a)] (dashed

line) to the Fickian diffusion limt→∞ β(t) = 1 [Eq. (51)]. At
intermediate times [Fig. 6(a)-(ii)], β(t) exhibits a drastic in-
crease, for instance, from sub to superdiffusion at α1 = 0.9
(magenta). Contrastingly, for the initial state i = p [Figs. 6(c)
and 6(d)],

〈
r2(t)

〉
initially indicates the normal diffusion, fol-

lowing Eq. (50b) (dashed line). Then, as t→ ∞, it again con-
verges to Eq. (51) (dash-dotted line). Here, strikingly,

〈
r2(t)

〉
represents the transient hyperdiffusive scaling β(t) > 2. It
originates from the particles gradually transiting the dynamic
states from the localization to ballistic motion via ψp(t). We
manipulate the hyperdiffusive scaling by altering the PDF of
localization times in Fig. 9(c). However, this hyperdiffusion
is concealed at the equilibrium [see Fig. 10(a)]. After travers-
ing the peak, at intermediate times [Fig. 6(c)-(ii)], the curve
with α1 = −0.5 (green) reduces to the subdiffusive regime,
whereas the curve with α1 = 0.9 (magenta) attains the sec-
ond summit of β(t) ≈ 1.6. This complicated time-varying
property of β(t) and its dependence on the initial state are
associated with site-dependent dynamics, such as HDPs [45].

In Eqs. (46)–(48), we can rewrite
〈
r2(t)

〉
/v2 with respect

to a timescale D/v2. Accordingly, the anomalous exponent
is expressed in the form of β(t;D/v2). Then, in Fig. 6(c)-
(i), we find that D/v2 controls the short-time behavior of
β(t) such that a smaller D/v2 (dash-dotted line) strengthens
the hyperdiffusive scaling β(t) ≈ 2.8 [see also Fig. 10(c)].
However, the second summit of β(t) ≈ 1.9 in Fig. 6(c)-(iii)
arises due to α1 = 0.99.

Compared to the curves with α1 = 0 (red), α1 controls τ̃ (+)
1

to accelerate or delay the recovery toward the Fickian diffu-
sion, as shown in the solid lines in the top panels of Figs. 6(a)
and 6(c). Additionally, α1 is responsible for D̃eff since it deter-
mines the directional rigidity of consecutive ballistic motions.
However, α1 is irrelevant to β(t) at short times [Figs. 6(a)-
(i) and 6(c)-(i)], which is consistent with the short-time PDF
[Eq. (44)] and MSDs [Eqs. (50a) and (50b)]. In other words,
the physical mechanism underlying the superdiffusion in Fig. 6
differs for the short- and long-time regimes.

C. Effective diffusivity

We investigate D̃eff , especially in two parameter spaces:
(γa, γp) and (γa, α1) space. First, we plot D̃eff on the (γa, γp)
plane in Figs. 7(a) and 7(b) for α1 = 0 and 0.7, respectively.
Rewriting Eq. (52) as D̃eff = πpD + π2

av
2τ1/2, we infer that

the first term πpD is dominant if γa ≫ γp; in contrast, if γa ≪
γp, the second term π2

av
2τ1/2 leads D̃eff , whereby we consis-

tently interpret Figs. 7(a) and 7(b). Also, we consider a critical
point γ∗a = v2[

√
2γp(1− α1)D/v2 + 1 + 1]/[2(1 − α1)D],

which satisfies ∂D̃eff/∂γa|γ∗
a
= 0. Then, asα1 becomes larger

in Fig. 7(b), we observe a significant increase of D̃eff within
the region γa < γ∗a (green line) compared to the same domain
in Fig. 7(a). On the contrary, we can hardly extend D̃eff through
the directional persistence of active transport (α1 > 0) when
γa > γ∗a .

For D̃eff on the (γa, α1) plane [Figs. 7(c)–7(e)], we con-
firm that D̃eff is positively correlated with α1, as expected
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0.5

0.01

1

FIG. 7. Effective diffusivity D̃eff in two parameter spaces: (a), (b) (γa, γp) and (c)–(e) (γa, α1) space for fixed v = 1 and D = 100; or D = 0

in (c). (a), (b) D̃eff for α1 = 0 (a) and 0.7 (b). It increases as α1 approaches one. The red line in (a) represents D̃eff of RTPs without directional
memory (see Sec. IV D), satisfying γa = γp. (c)–(e) D̃eff for γp = 0.1 (c), (d) and 0.9 (e). The local dispersion originating from the passive
state with D > 0 increases D̃eff compared to the case of D = 0; namely, RTPs with rests (see Sec. IV E). The blue and magenta lines in (b),
(d), and (e) indicate the same parameter conditions, respectively.

in Eq. (52). In particular, within the region γa < γ∗a (green
line), we can generate a dispersion higher than the passive
fluctuation D = 100 since the mean duration of the active
state is sufficiently long to exploit the directional memory via
α1 > 0. Also, D̃eff in Figs. 7(d) and 7(e) manifests an elevation
through the extra dispersion originating from the passive state
with D > 0 compared to Fig. 7(c), where we intermittently
force particles to halt by using the condition D = 0.

D. RTP without directional memory

As a special case, we consider the two-state RTPs operated
following the uniform distributionQ(ϕ) = 1/(2π). The MSDs
are easily derived by inserting α1 = 0 into Eqs. (46)–(48)
under the condition γa ̸= γp. On the other hand, at γa = γp
and α1 = 0, we should take the limit ϵ1 → 0 on Eqs. (46) and
(47) to attain their asymptotic behaviors, which read〈

r2(t)
〉
= (2D +

v2

γa
)t+

2Dγa + v2

2γ2a
(e−2γat − 1), (55)

〈
r2(t)

〉
= (2D +

v2

γa
)t− 2Dγa + v2

2γ2a
(e−2γat − 1)

+
2v2

γ2a
(e−γat − 1), (56)

where we set the initial state i = a and p, respectively. At the
equilibrium, we reach〈

r2(t)
〉
= (2D +

v2

γa
)t+

v2

γ2a
(e−γat − 1) (57)

by approximating Eq. (48). Here, we can rewrite Eq. (57) in a
dimensionless unit such that

〈
r̄2(t̄)

〉
= (2D̄+ 1)t̄+ e−t̄ − 1,

introducing t̄ = γat, r̄ = γar/v, and D̄ = Dγa/v
2. Then, we

can interpret the MSD through a single rescaled parameter D̄.

E. RTP with rests

In Eq. (50b), we infer that as D → 0,
〈
r2(t)

〉
evolves faster

than the Brownian scaling ∝ t at short times. Motivated by

(58b)(58a)

(a) (b)

~3

FIG. 8. Anomalous exponent β(t) and MSDs
〈
r2(t)

〉
versus time t

when (a) the initial state i = a and (b) i = p for γa = 1, γp = 0.1,
and D = 0. The parameters used are when v = 1, α1 = 0 (green)
and 0.75 (red); when v = 2, α1 = 0 (blue) and 0.75 (magenta). (a),
(b) (top) β(t). The dash-dotted line indicates the case of v = 2 and
α1 = 0.99. (bottom)

〈
r2(t)

〉
. Notably, (b) initially displaysβ(t) = 3,

but the hyperdiffusion disappears at the equilibrium [see Fig. 10(b)].

this observation, we investigate our two-state model satisfying
D = 0 in detail. Here, particles pause the ballistic motion
intermittently; thus, we refer to this model as an RTP with
rests analogously to a Lévy walk with rests [35, 40]. In this
case, we can directly obtain the MSDs by substituting D = 0
into Eqs. (46)–(48).

We compute the asymptotic forms of Eqs. (46) and (47) in
the limit t→ 0 and D → 0, resulting in

lim
t→0

〈
r2(t)

〉
=

v2t2, i = a, (58a)
1

3
v2γpt

3, i = p, (58b)

respectively. We highlight that Eq. (58b) grows cubically with
time, exhibiting the scaling ∝ t3 [56] [Fig. 8(b)]. On the other
hand, in the limit t → ∞ and D → 0, we recover the Fickian
diffusion in Eq. (51) with D̃eff = πav

2/[2γa(1 − α1)] for all
initial states. In Fig. 8, we point out that the model carries in-
trinsic heterogeneity in dynamics since the short-time behavior
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(d)(a)

~3

(b)

~5

~2.5

(c)

~2.1

~2.7

FIG. 9. Characteristics of hyperdiffusion when (a), (b) D = 0 and (c), (d) D > 0. (a) MSDs πj

〈
r2pj(t)

〉
of particles initially in the passive

state and observed in the state j ∈ {a, p} at time t. The dashed line [Eq. (59a)] coincides with Eq. (58b). The parameters used are γa = 0.5,
γp = 0.1, and v = 1. (b), (c)

〈
r2(t)

〉
when the waiting-time distribution of the passive state is the Gamma distribution G(t;λ, γp) for λ = 0.5

(yellow), 3 (green), and 5 (magenta). The solid lines in (b) and (c) are the MSDs of our Poissonian RTPs using the exponential distribution
(λ = 1). The parameters used are γa = 0.5, γp = 0.1, and v = 1 in (b); or v = 5 and D = 0.1 in (c). (d) ETAMSDs against T for fixed
γa = 0.1, γp = 0.01, v = 5, and D = 0.1. The system manifests ergodicity at the equilibrium (dashed line); however, it implies an acceleration
process when the initial state i = p (arrow). We set α1 = 0 in (a), (b), (c), and (d) since the hyperdiffusion disappears at the long-time regime.

drastically deviates depending on the initial state. In contrast
to the case of D > 0, when v is multiplied by a real-valued
c > 0,

〈
r2(t)

〉
proportionally increases with a factor of c2.

Also, since β(t) does not depend on v, the top panels in Fig. 8
display the perfect overlap for the curves with the equal α1.

To trace the origin of hyperdiffusion, we analyze
〈
r2p(t)

〉
based on the final state j that particles display at time t. In par-
ticular, we calculate πj

〈
r2pj(t)

〉
=

∫
R2 r

2Ppj(r, t)d
2r using

P̂pj(k, s) in Eq. (F2) for each state j ∈ {a, p}. Since the scal-
ing β(t) = 3 occurs at short times, we take the limit α1 → 0

(and D → 0 for RTPs with rests) on P̂pj(k, s). After per-
forming the inverse Laplace transform on

〈
r2pj(s)

〉
, we obtain

Eqs. (F6) and (F7). In the limit t→ 0,
〈
r2p(t)

〉
splits into

lim
t→0

πj
〈
r2pj(t)

〉
=


1

3
v2γpt

3, j = a, (59a)

1

12
γaγpv

2t4, j = p. (59b)

The scaling behavior of Eq. (59a) at short times is identical
to that of Eq. (58b) [see Fig. 9(a)]. In other words, hyperdif-
fusion is caused by particles initially localized and gradually
transiting their dynamic modes to the running states. Even
though a single particle exhibits the discontinuous transition
of

〈
r2p(t)

〉
(that is, zero to v2t2), the system evaluated in an

ensemble-averaged manner displays the continuous increase
of

〈
r2p(t)

〉
∝ t3. Thus, we can regard it as an acceleration

process driven by particles gradually escaping the localization
following the exponential waiting-time distribution ψp(t).

More generally, we alter the transition rate of p→ a using a
Gamma distribution G(t;λ, γp) = γλp /Γ(λ)t

λ−1 exp(−γpt),
where Γ(λ) is a Gamma function for λ > 0. Consider the
first state transition of p → a. When the observation time
t falls in the interval X1 ≤ t ≤ X1 + Y1, where X1 and
Y1 denote the first duration of p and a, respectively, we can
write

〈
r2(t)

〉
=

∫ t
0
v2(t−X1)

2G(X1)dX1. In the short-time
regime, we reach

lim
t→0

〈
r2(t)

〉
=

2

λ(λ+ 1)(λ+ 2)Γ(λ)
v2γλp t

2+λ, (60)

where we recover the MSD of our Poissonian RTPs [Eq. (58b)]
for λ = 1. In other words, β(t) = 3 at short times repre-
sents the Poissonian feature of the RTPs with rests. In con-
trast, Fig. 9(b) shows the numerical results (circles) of non-
Poissonian RTPs for λ ̸= 1. We confirm that by regulating the
transition rate of p → a, the dispersion speed of the system
indeed changes following the scaling ∝ t2+λ.

Lastly, we remark on the MSD of the RTPs with rests when
the model follows Q(ϕ) = 1/(2π). In the limit α1 → 0 and
D → 0, Eq. (48) becomes

〈
r2(t)

〉
=

2v2πa
γa

t+
2v2πa
γ2a

(e−γat − 1) (61)

for particles initially residing at the equilibrium. Compared
to the MSD of the ABPs [Eq. (1)], γa replaces DR, and v
multiplied by√πa manifests an effective decrease of the speed.
Moreover, taking the limit γp → ∞ on Eq. (61), it recovers
the MSD of the conventional RTPs [Eq. (3)].

V. DISCUSSION

We discuss the hyperdiffusion phenomenon further, espe-
cially for particles experiencing a local fluctuationD > 0. For
a sufficiently small D/v2, we have reported that the scaling
β(t) > 2 arises in the time domain t ≲ τ̃1 selectively to parti-
cles initially in the passive state [see Fig. 10(c)]. Considering
the Gamma distribution G(t;λ ̸= 1, γp) as the waiting-time
distribution of the passive state, the transition rate of p → a
regulates the anomalous exponent and hyperdiffusive regime
of

〈
r2(t)

〉
, as depicted in Fig. 9(c). Yet, the scaling differ-

ence to the Poissonian case (red solid line) is not significant
compared to the RTPs with rests in Fig. 9(b).

We have argued that the hyperdiffusion is caused by the par-
ticles gradually escaping the localized states. In other words,
if the complex system traps the particles intermittently and
releases them in a growing manner as time passes, we may
suspect the scaling β(t) > 2. Relevant theoretical studies have
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been conducted [57–59] where a generalized Langevin equa-
tion (GLE) with various memory kernels is applied. For in-
stance, Ref. [57] reported that super-Ohmic damped particles
in a tilted periodic potential display β(t) > 2 while they coex-
ist in locked and running states. Similarly, Ref. [59] produced
the enhanced anomaly via the GLE with long-ranged velocity
correlation under a tiled washboard potential. More generally,
we remark on the experimental study of Ref. [60], where the
hyperdiffusion of light is observed while it propagates inside
an evolving disordered system. It is the first experimental ev-
idence of accelerated transport evoked from non-static disor-
dered media beyond the conventional expectation of Anderson
localization [61, 62]. Hence, it would be interesting to ex-
perimentally discover this accelerated transport in biophysics.
Moreover, developing a theoretical model to shorten or en-
large the intermittent hyperdiffusive regime could be another
intriguing future work.

We investigate whether the two-state model has an ergodic
property. For quantitative analysis, we numerically calculate
the ensemble-averaged TAMSD (ETAMSD)

〈
δ2(t, T )

〉
with

respect to the total measurement time T [34]. In Fig. 9(d), the
equilibrium case (dashed lines) satisfies the ergodicity for all
T , whereas the other two cases (black and red solid lines) man-
ifest ergodicity breaking at short times. In particular, for par-
ticles initially in the passive state (red solid lines), ETAMSD
increases opposite to the well-known aging curve [34, 35],
which consistently implies the acceleration process.

VI. CONCLUSION

Using the coupled CTRW and Monte Carlo simulations, we
have studied non-interacting Poissonian RTPs with(out) pas-
sive Brownian motion in the 2D plane, where the propagation
direction is manipulated by a circular distribution Q(ϕ). We

conclude with three crucial remarks:

(i) For both one-/two-state RTPs, the displacement moment〈
r2µ(t)

〉
depends on the finite cosine moments αν≤µ

of Q(ϕ) for non-negative integers ν, µ. In particular, the
first cosine moment α1 regulates the effective diffusivity
Deff /D̃eff and timescale τ1/τ̃1 to recover Gaussian PDF
at long times. On the other hand, the higher moments
αν≥2 only affect the PDF at intermediate times.

(ii) For one-state RTPs, we have suggested the angular dis-
tribution of velocity reorientation Q(Θ, t) as the high-
resolved stochastic quantity because it contains the whole
information of Q(ϕ) (tumbling patterns). By extracting
the time-dependent cosine momentMµ(t) fromQ(Θ, t),
we have distinguished SPPs, such as ABPs and RTPs with
various Q(ϕ).

(iii) For two-state RTPs, we have unveiled
〈
r2(t)

〉
at all

time regimes depending on initial states. The MSDs dis-
play an intricate time evolution, e.g., a rapid transition
from sub to superdiffusion at intermediate times. The
physical mechanism underlying superdiffusion differs at
short and long times; the local ballistic motion and long-
ranged directional persistence, respectively. Remarkably,
for a sufficiently small D/v2, the hyperdiffusive scaling
2 < β(t) ≤ 3 is observed at short and intermediate
times for particles initially in the passive state, which
even manifests transient ergodicity breaking.

Finally, we stress that the hyperdiffusion originates from
the localized particles that gradually transit the dynamic mode
to the ballistic motion. Also, the heavy dependence of MSDs
on initial states implies a connection of our model to HDPs,
where the geometric characteristics of media can determine a
tracer’s initial condition. Conclusively, we provide a realistic
SPP model that is extendable to n-state cases and widely appli-
cable for localized active processes in crowded and disordered
systems.

APPENDIX A: TRANSFORMS AND CONVOLUTIONS

To deal with the transport equations of the CTRW, we utilize the Fourier and Laplace transforms, defined as

F{f(r, t)} :=

∫
R2

e−ik·rf(r, t)d2r, L{f(r, t)} :=

∫ ∞

0

e−stf(r, t)dt, (A1)

respectively. In the combined form, we write

f̂(k, s) := FL{f(r, t)} :=

∫ ∞

0

∫
R2

e−ik·re−stf(r, t)d2rdt, (A2)

where we abbreviate the Fourier-Laplace transform of f(r, t) as f̂(k, s).
A circular convolution for two functions f(r) = f(r, θ) and g(r) = g(r, θ) is defined as [63]

f(r) ∗θ g(r) =
1

2π

∫ π

−π
f(r, ϕ)g(r, θ − ϕ)dϕ. (A3)

It is especially beneficial when treating the variables r and θ separately, such as Eq. (6) in the main text.



14

APPENDIX B: CIRCULAR DISTRIBUTIONS AND RELATED OBSERVABLES

We recap the mathematical properties of two circular distributions: cardioid and wrapped Cauchy distributions. Both distribu-
tions are characterized by two parameters, that is, a location parameter µ and a concentration parameter κ, and satisfy reflective
symmetry with respect to µ. Specifically, the cardioid distribution is given as

Q(ϕ;µ, κ) =
1

2π

[
1 + 2κ cos(ϕ− µ)

]
(B1)

for µ ∈ [−π, π) and |κ| ≤ 1/2. On the other hand, the wrapped Cauchy distribution is defined as

Q(ϕ;µ, κ) =
1

2π

[
1 + 2

∞∑
n=1

κn cosn(ϕ− µ)
]
=

1

2π

1− κ2

1 + κ2 − 2κ cos(ϕ− µ)
(B2)

for µ ∈ [−π, π) and 0 ≤ κ < 1. In this study, we fix µ = 0 for both distributions. Last, a wrapped normal distribution reads

Q(ϕ;µ, σ2) =
1

2π

[
1 + 2

∞∑
n=1

exp[−σ
2n2

2
] cosn(ϕ− µ)

]
(B3)

for µ ∈ [−π, π) and σ > 0. Note that κ := exp[−σ2/2] shortens the exponential term to κn2 [49].
For a circular distribution Q(ϕ), the νth trigonometric moment χν is defined as

χν := ⟨exp(iνϕ)⟩ =
∫ π

−π
eiνϕQ(ϕ)dϕ (B4)

for an integer ν. It results in the νth cosine moment αν and sine moment βν :

αν := ⟨cos νϕ⟩ =
∫ π

−π
cos νϕQ(ϕ)dϕ, βν := ⟨sin νϕ⟩ =

∫ π

−π
sin νϕQ(ϕ)dϕ, (B5)

where we have a simple relationχν = αν+iβν . Also, considering the Fourier series expansionQ(ϕ) = 1/(2π)
∑∞
n=−∞Qne

inϕ,
we reach χν = Q−ν from Eq. (B4). Moreover, ifQ(ϕ) satisfies the reflective symmetry, we can useQ±ν = α|ν| due to β±ν = 0.

As an angle-related observable, we compute a velocity autocorrelation function VACF(t), given as

VACF(t) := ⟨v(0) · v(t)⟩ , (B6)

where ⟨· · · ⟩ indicates the ensemble average.

APPENDIX C: PROOF OF EQ. (16)

Based on the CTRW [34], we calculate the 2µth moment of displacement in the Laplace domain through〈
r2µ(s)

〉
= (−i)2µ∇2µ

k P̂ (k, s)
∣∣
k=0

(C1)

for a non-negative integer µ. However, we argue that P̂ (k, s) can be replaced with the truncated form, e.g., P̂ (µ)(k, s) [Eq. (15)]
or P̂ (µ)

i (k, s) for each initial state i ∈ {a, p} [Eq. (26)] in the main text.
For the one-state case, we consider the series expansion of fn(k, s) at point k = 0. Equation (8) is explicitly written as

fn(k, s) = (i)−|n| γa√
(γa + s)2 + k2v2

( |k|v√
(γa + s)2 + k2v2 + γa + s

)|n|
einψ, (C2)

where we use the property of the Bessel function of the first kind, J−n(x) = (−1)nJn(x) for an integer n. Then, the lowest order
term of fn in k is |k||n| in a straightforward way (here, we ignore coefficients). Accordingly, using the relations

Zµν=0 =

µ∑
n=−µ

fn(k, s)Z
µ
n(k, s)Qn +

1

2π
, Zµν ̸=0 =

µ∑
n=−µ

fn−ν(k, s)Z
µ
n(k, s)Qn, (C3)
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the lowest order term of Zµn in k is also |k||n|. Thus, the first term in the expansion of fnZµn becomes |k||2n|. Since Zµ0 in
Eq. (C3) already includes all possible terms contributing to |k|2µ, the truncated form P̂ (µ)(k, s) in Eq. (14) is enough for precisely
calculating

〈
r2µ(s)

〉
.

Analogously, for the two-state case, we calculate the series expansion of f̃n(k, s) [Eq. (22)], explicitly given as

f̃n(k, s) = (i)−|n| γaγp

(
√
(γa + s)2 + k2v2)(s+Dk2 + γp)

( |k|v√
(γa + s)2 + k2v2 + γa + s

)|n|
einψ. (C4)

Here, we again obtain |k||n| as the lowest order term of f̃n in k. From the relations

Z̃µν=0 =

µ∑
n=−µ

f̃n(k, s)Z̃
µ
n(k, s)Qn +

1

2π
, Z̃µν ̸=0 =

µ∑
n=−µ

f̃n−ν(k, s)Z̃
µ
n(k, s)Qn, (C5)

we have |k||n| as the lowest order term of Z̃µn in k. Thus, the first term in the expansion of f̃nZ̃µn becomes |k||2n|, and Z̃µ0 in
Eq. (C5) already sums over all terms contributing to |k|2µ without the higher order terms for indices |n| ≥ µ+ 1. Conclusively,〈
r2µ(s)

〉
can be exactly calculated using the truncated form P̂

(µ)
i (k, s) in Eqs. (24) and (25).

APPENDIX D: DERIVATION OF ANGULAR DISTRIBUTION Q(Θ, t)

We derive the angular distribution of velocity reorientation Q(Θ, t) [see the definition of Θ in Eq. (38)]. Consider the RTPs
traveling straight along the positive x-axis. We determine the following governing equations:

ξ(Θ, t) =

∫ t

0

dt1

∫ π

−π
ξ(Θ− ϕ, t− t1)Q(ϕ)ψa(t1)dϕ+ δ(Θ)ψa(t), (D1)

Q(Θ, t) =

∫ t

0

dt1

∫ π

−π
ξ(Θ− ϕ, t− t1)Q(ϕ)Ψa(t1)dϕ+ δ(Θ)Ψa(t), (D2)

where ξ(Θ, t) indicates the PDF of finding the particles that display a directional change Θ(t) precisely at time t. Here, we
designate δ(Θ)ψa(t) as an initial condition. Performing the Laplace transform on Eqs. (D1) and (D2), we yield

L{ξ(Θ, t)} =

∞∑
n=−∞

[
ξnQnψa(s) +

1

2π
ψa(s)

]
einΘ, L{Q(Θ, t)} =

∞∑
n=−∞

[
ξnQnΨa(s) +

1

2π
Ψa(s)

]
einΘ, (D3)

respectively, where we exploit the circular convolution [Eq. (A3)] and Fourier series expansionsQ(ϕ) = 1/(2π)
∑∞
n=−∞Qne

inϕ

and δ(Θ) = 1/(2π)
∑∞
n=−∞ einΘ. Finally, we reach

L{Q(Θ, t)} =
1

2π

∞∑
n=−∞

Ψa(s)

1− ψa(s)Qn
einΘ. (D4)

Additionally, inserting the exponential distribution ψa(t) and symmetric circular distribution Q(ϕ), we find

L{Q(Θ, t)} =
1

2π

[1
s
+ 2

∞∑
n=1

1

s+ γa − γaαn
cosnΘ

]
. (D5)

After performing the inverse Laplace transform on Eq. (D5), we can get Q(Θ, t) in the main text [Eq. (39)].

APPENDIX E: SUPPLEMENTARY FUNCTIONS FOR ONE-STATE RTPS

We address the propagator of the conventional RTPs whose transport equations are given in Eq. (2). First, we move the Van
Hove function P (r, t) to the Fourier-Laplace domain and yield

P̂ (k, s) =
1√

(γa + s)2 + k2v2 − γa
. (E1)
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We recover Eq. (E1) several times in the main text [see Eqs. (14) and (27)]. More importantly, the Fourier-Laplace inversion
P (r, t) is already solved in Refs. [20, 21]. In particular, through the marginalization P (x, t) =

∫∞
−∞ P (r, t)dy, Ref. [21] obtains

P (x, t) = e−γat
[
γa
2v

(
L0(

γa
v

√
v2t2 − x2) + I0(

γa
v

√
v2t2 − x2)

)
+

1

π
√
v2t2 − x2

]
, (E2)

where I0 is the modified Bessel function of the first kind and L0 is the modified Struve function.
The fourth displacement moment

〈
r4(t)

〉
is explicitly given as

〈
r4(t)

〉
=

6v4

γ4a

[
γ2at

2

(1− α1)2
+

e−γa(1−α2)t

(α1 − α2)2(1− α2)2
− α2

1 + 2(α2 − 2)α1 − 6α2
2 + 10α2 − 3

(1− α1)4(1− α2)2

−γa(3α1 − 2α2 − 1)te−γa(1−α1)t

(1− α1)3(α1 − α2)
− γa(α1 − 4α2 + 3)t

(1− α1)3(1− α2)
− (9α2

1 − 2(7α2 + 2)α1 + 6α2
2 + 2α2 + 1)e−γa(1−α1)t

(1− α)4(α1 − α2)2

]
, (E3)

which has already been addressed in Refs. [18] and [19]. Additionally, we here remark on the non-Gaussianity

NG(t) =
1

(γa(1− α1)t+ e−γa(1−α1)t − 1)2
×
[
−e−2γa(1−α1)t − γa(1− α1)

(α1 − α2)
(5α1 − 4α2 − 1)te−γa(1−α1)t

− 1

(α1 − α2)2
(7α2

1 − 2(5α2 + 2)α1 + 4α2
2 + 2α2 + 1)e−γa(1−α1)t +

(1− α1)
4

(α1 − α2)2(1− α2)2
e−γa(1−α2)t

+
γa(1− α1)

(1− α2)
(−α1 + 2α2 − 1)t− 1

(1− α2)2
(α2

1 + 2(α2 − 2)α1 − 5α2
2 + 8α2 − 2)

]
. (E4)

Equations (E3) and (E4) agree perfectly with the numerical results of Monte Carlo simulations in Figs. 11(b) and 11(c).

APPENDIX F: SUPPLEMENTARY FUNCTIONS FOR TWO-STATE RTPS

We implement the Fourier-Laplace transform on Pij(r, t) for all possible states i, j ∈ {a, p}. From Eqs. (19) and (20), we
derive

P̂aa(k, s) =
2π(s+Dk2 + γp)

γaγp

∞∑
n=−∞

f̃n(k, s)
ˆ̃
ζn(k, s)Qn, P̂ap(k, s) =

2π

γp

∞∑
n=−∞

f̃n(k, s)
ˆ̃
ζn(k, s)Qn, (F1)

P̂pa(k, s) =
2π

γa

∞∑
n=−∞

f̃n(k, s)
ˆ̃
ζn(k, s)Qn, P̂pp(k, s) =

2π

s+Dk2 + γp

ˆ̃
ζ0(k, s)Q0. (F2)

Using Eqs. (F1) and (F2), we calculate P̂i(k, s) =
∑
j∈{a,p} P̂ij(k, s) and P̂ (k, s) =

∑
i∈{a,p} πiP̂i(k, s).

Let us assume Q(ϕ) is the cardioid distribution whose cosine moments αµ≥2 vanish. Then, we can obtain P̂ (k, s) in a closed
form. From Eqs. (24) and (25), we reach

P̂a(k, s) =
−γaγpα1v

2k2
(
γa + h

)
−
(
g + γa + s

)2(
γaγpα1 − gh

)(
γa + h

)
γaγpα1v2k2

(
γaγp + gh

)
+

(
g + γa + s

)2(
γaγpα1 − gh

)(
γaγp − gh

) , (F3)

P̂p(k, s) =
−γaγpα1v

2k2
(
γp − g

)
−
(
g + γa + s

)2(
γaγpα1 − gh

)(
γp + g

)
γaγpα1v2k2

(
γaγp + gh

)
+

(
g + γa + s

)2(
γaγpα1 − gh

)(
γaγp − gh

) , (F4)

where we denote g(k, s) =
√
(γa + s)2 + k2v2 and h(k, s) = s + Dk2 + γp for |α1| ≤ 1/2. At the small (k, s) limit, both

functions approach

P̂ (k, s) ≈
2γa

(
γa + γp

)(
1− α1

)
2Dγ2a

(
1− α1

)
k2 + γpv2k2 + 2γa

(
γa + γp

)(
1− α1

)
s
. (F5)

The Fourier-Laplace inversion of Eq. (F5) indicates the Gaussian PDF [Eq.(45)].
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 10. Dependence of localized RTPs on initial conditions. (a), (b) (top) Timescales τ̃(+) (solid line) and τ̃(−) (dashed line). (bottom) β(t)
computed for

〈
r2(t)

〉
at the equilibrium [Eq. (48)]. Note that hyperdiffusion with the scaling 2 < β(t) ≤ 3 is hidden. The parameters used

are identical to those of Figs. 6 and 8 for (a) and (b), respectively. The shaded regions (gray) are divided based on α1 = 0.9 (magenta). (c)
βmax := maxt≲τ̃1(β(t)) versus weight ϖ. Here, β(t) is computed for

〈
r2(t)

〉
= ϖ ×

〈
r2a(t)

〉
+ (1−ϖ)×

〈
r2p(t)

〉
, where ϖ indicates the

population of particles initially in the active state. As ϖ → πa (dashed line),
〈
r2(t)

〉
approaches equilibrium [Eq. (48)]. The parameters used

are D = 0 (blue), 0.1 (red), and 5 (yellow) for fixed γa = 0.1, γp = 0.01, v = 5, and α1 = 0.

Using Eq. (F2), we calculate
〈
r2pj(t)

〉
, i.e., the MSD of particles initially in the passive state and observed in the state j ∈ {a, p}

at time t. For each final state,
〈
r2pj(t)

〉
= 1/πj

∫
R2 r

2Ppj(r, t)d
2r is satisfied, and hence

〈
r2pa(t)

〉
=

2v2

πaγ2a

[
γaγ

2
pt

(γa + γp)2
+
γp(γ

2
a − 2γaγp − γ2p)

(γa + γp)3
+
γ3ate

−t(γa+γp)

(γa + γp)2
+

(γp − γa)e
−γat

γp
+
γ2a(γ

2
a + 2γaγp − γ2p)e

−(γa+γp)t

γp(γa + γp)3

]
,

(F6)〈
r2pp(t)

〉
=

2v2

πpγ2a

[
γ2aγpt

(γa + γp)2
− γaγp(3γa + γp)

(γa + γp)3
− γ3ate

−t(γa+γp)

(γa + γp)2
+
γae

−γat

γp
− γ3a(γa + 3γp)e

−(γa+γp)t

γp(γa + γp)3

]
(F7)

are obtained.
We stress that the dynamics of our two-state RTPs is sensitive to the initial conditions. For example, when β(t) is calculated

for
〈
r2(t)

〉
at the equilibrium, the hyperdiffusive scaling 2 < β(t) ≤ 3 disappears, as shown in Figs. 10(a) and 10(b). More

generally, when we vary the population of particles initially in the active state (denoted by ϖ), the scaling 2 < β(t) ≤ 3 is
intensified as ϖ → 0 in Fig. 10(c). In other words, the hyperdiffusion cannot be detected without consideration of the initial
states, even for a sufficiently small D/v2 that causes the phenomenon at ϖ = 0.

APPENDIX G: NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

We verified the equations listed in Table I with numerical simulations based on Monte Carlo methods. Specifically, we generated
N trajectories {rk : k = 0, 1, . . . } by the following equation:

rk+1 = rk + 1A(ik) · vn̂(θj)∆t+ (1− 1A(ik)) ·
√
2D∆t(ηxx̂+ ηyŷ), (G1)

where 1A(ik) is an indicator function such that 1A(ik) = 1 if state ik = a, and 1A(ik) = 0 if state ik = p at time tk = k∆t. For
the one-state case, since 1A(ik) = 1 for all tk, the third term on the right-hand side is always ignored. For the second term, we
find n̂(θj) = cos θjx̂+ sin θjŷ, i.e., an orientation of the jth ballistic mode, which independently evolves via

θj+1 = θj + ηϕ, (G2)

TABLE I. Parameters in Monte Carlo simulations.

Model Observable Parameters Eq(s).
One-state P̂ (k, s) γa = 0.1, v = 1 (27)
One-state

〈
r4(t)

〉
γa = 0.01, v = 1 (E3)

One-state NG(t) γa = 0.01, v = 1 (E4)
One-state Mµ(t),VACF(t) γa = 0.01, v = 1 (41)–(43)
Two-state

〈
r2(t)

〉
γa = 0.1, γp = 0.01, v = 5, D = 0.1, i = a (46)

Two-state
〈
r2(t)

〉
γa = 0.1, γp = 0.01, v = 5, D = 0.1, i = p (47)
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f) (g) (h)

FIG. 11. Stochastic observables listed in Table I. The simulation results (markers) and the theoretical predictions (lines) are perfectly overlaid.
(a) P (x, t) when α1 = 0.5. The black solid line is obtained by numerically performing the Fourier-Laplace inversion on P̂ (k, s) [Eq. (27)].
(b)

〈
r4(t)

〉
for α1 = −0.5 (green), 0 (red), and 0.9 (magenta). (c) NG(t) for α1 = −0.5 (green), 0 (red), 0.5 from the CD (blue), 0.5 from

the WC (skyblue), and 0.9 (magenta). (d)–(f) Mµ(t) when the order µ = 1 (yellow), 2 (green), 3 (blue), and 4 (magenta). (d) ABPs for
DR = 0.01 and v = 1. (e), (f) RTPs with different Q(ϕ;κ) for κ = 1/2. The black dashed line in (f) represents M∞(t). (g), (h)

〈
r2(t)

〉
for

α1 = −0.5 (green) and 0.9 (magenta) when we assign the initial state i = a (g) or i = p (h).

where ηϕ is drawn from a circular distributionQ(ϕ;κ) such as Eqs. (B1) and (B2). Initially, we make θ0 sampled from the uniform
distribution U(θ) = 1/(2π). Also, we set θj to be last for a durationXj sampled from ψa(t) = γa exp(−γat). Then, introducing
Sn :=

∑n
j=1Xj for an integer n ≥ 1, we can precisely write θj = θj(k) whose j(k) = sup{n : Sn ≤ k∆t} to update θj(k)

as tk passes. On the other hand, for the two-state case, due to an additional duration Yj sampled from ψp(t) = γp exp(−γpt),
we designate j(k) = sup{n : S̃n ≤ k∆t}, where we define S̃n :=

∑n
j=1(Xj + Yj). Additionally, white noises ηx and ηy

in Eq. (G1) are drawn from the standard normal distribution with zero mean and unit variance. Last, we set initial conditions
r0 = (0, 0) and S0 = S̃0 = 0; and fix the time interval to be ∆t = 1.

We checked that various stochastic quantities in Table I display perfect agreement with the theoretical predictions, as shown in
Fig. 11. In detail, we plotted the graphs withN = 2×104 realizations in Fig. 11(a),N = 5×104 realizations in Figs. 11(b)–11(f),
and N = 104 realizations in Figs. 11(g) and 11(h). In particular, we conducted simulations for ABPs to compare with RTPs in
Fig. 11(d), which follows

rj+1 = rj + vn̂(θj)∆t, θj+1 = θj +
√

2DR∆tηϕ, (G3)

where ηϕ is drawn from the Gaussian distribution with zero mean and unit variance. For the simulation source codes, refer to our
GitHub page (https://github.com/jung235).
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